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rodox on the subject of that law they had reason to
believe, for he had openly quoted some Mosaic maxims and
declared them at least incomplete, substituting for them
new rules of his own, which at least in some cases ap-
peared to abrogate the old. It might be possible, they
thought, by means of this woman to satisfy at once them-
selves and the people of his heterodoxy. They brought,
the woman before him, quoted the law of Moses on the
subject of adultery, and asked ChvisL directly whether
he agreed with the lawgiver. They asked for his
judgment.
A judgment he gave them, but quite diUereiil, both in
matter and manner, from what they hud expected. In
thinking of the 'case' they had forgotten the woman,
they had forgotten even the deed. What became of the
criminal appeared to them wholly unimportant; towards
her crime or her character they luid no feeling whatever,
not even hatred, still less pity or sympathetic wluuno. If
they had been asked about her, they might probably have
answered, with Mephistopheles,4 She is not the lirst ;' nor,
would they have thought their answer fiendish, only
practical and business-like. Perhaps they might on re-
flection have admitted that their frame of mind was not
strictly moral, not quite what it should be, that it would
have been better if, besides considering the legal and
religious questions involved, they could have found leisure
for some shame at the scandal and some hatred for the
sinner. But they would have argued that such strict
propriety is not possible in this world, that we have too
much on our hands to think of these niceties, that the
man who makes leisure for such refinements will find Inn
work in arrears at the end of the clay, and probably also

